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Abstract 
 
After Article 27 was edited to reinstate the Mexican ejido system, scholars in Mexico and the 
United States attempted to trace what had led politicians to include the ejidos in the new 
constitution. Out of this literature emerged three common interpretations: That the ejidos were a 
political maneuver to gain the support of the lower classes following the 1910 Revolution; that 
they were added to settle long-standing issues with the racial social organization of Mexico; or 
they were the necessary resolution and restart for land ownership after years of brutal 
industrialization and modernization during the Porfiriato. These interpretations often shared 
similarities, and their authors cited the same body of research, which created a major issue with 
the literature of the ejidos. The literature was a product of its time and could not provide a 
thorough analysis of the ejidos because it relied on the racial – and frequently racist – views of 
Mexican society and the ideas of traditionalism that were popular in intellectual circles. It was 
also heavily tinged by politics and nationalism, with many authors attempting to write in favor of 
their desired politicians or nation. However, the main problem was that the literature about the 
Mexican ejidos relied too heavily on a small body of research that was based in even older 
traditions of racial characterization, stereotypes, and demonization of the Mexican system of land 
tenure. The literature became derivative and embedded in older traditions that failed to address 
the individual nuances of the 1910 Revolution. The conclusion drawn here is that the literature, 
despite its varied interpretations, failed to convey the complexity of the 1910 Revolution or to 
address in depth the causes for the revision of Article 27 and the inclusion of the ejido system 
because it relied too much on previous literature and incomplete analysis of the situation 
following the Revolution. This meant that it was not as useful for understanding the politics of 
the ejidos as it was for understanding how the United States studied the ejidos. 
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